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A state supreme court's general superintending control of inferior courts may be exercised under its original jurisdiction! and 
is purely discretionary. Supervisory jurisdiction, or the power of superintending control,’ over courts of lower rank is a kind 


of original jurisdiction" frequently conferred on appellate courts, especially the highest court of the jurisdiction.° 


The concept of supervisory jurisdiction of certain appellate courts is historically derived from the common law and associated 
with superior as distinguished from inferior courts.’ Such jurisdiction is sometimes recognized by constitutional provisions,® 


and sometimes described as an inherent power of the court.” 


The power of superintendence over inferior courts may also be established by statute. 19 


The difference between supervisory jurisdiction and appellate jurisdiction is that the former is discretionary on the part of the 


appellate court while the latter is invocable by the litigant as a matter of right. !! Because of the difference between appellate 
and supervisory jurisdiction, any limitation on the appellate jurisdiction of a court generally does not affect its supervisory 


jurisdiction. 12 
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Court of Appeal would decline to exercise its supervisory jurisdiction to review judgment entered for motorist and passenger 


in consolidated action against driver of tractor trailer, driver's employer and owner of tractor trailer, and employer's liability 


insurer, which judgment was fatally defective for failure to contain decretal language as prerequisite to valid final and appealable 


judgment, where adequate remedy would exist by appeal upon entry of precise, definite, and judgment containing required 
decretal language. Urquhart v. Spencer, 204 So. 3d 1074 (La. Ct. App. 4th Cir. 2016). 


Supreme Court would entertain petition for writ of supervisory control regarding whether a retired judge called to active service 


may be substituted; even though substitution of judges rule was codified, rule was a Court-adopted rule, petition presented 
issue of law regarding threshold matter of whether a judge has authority to proceed with a case, and, because it required the 
construction of a Court rule, the legal issue should have been resolved in the first instance by Court. MCA 3—1—804, 19-5- 
103; Rules App.Proc., Rule 14. Cushman v. Montana Twentieth Judicial Dist. Court, 2015 MT 311, 381 Mont. 324, 360 P.3d 


492 (2015). 
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